Abstract. Malaysia is one of the classic examples of a multi-ethnic society. The country is proud of its multiracial culture which makes it a model for other countries. The ubiquitous community hall in the Malaysian landscape, as it stands now, has long passed its time of usefulness. These halls are labelled with names like dewan serbaguna, dewan orang ramai or even balai raya. But as it stands today, the community hall in our midst is nothing more than a large empty space used for games like badminton or ping pong and the occa-sional event. The changing modern Malaysian society demands more of this simple out-dated facility; there must be a place for the various ethnic groups to meet and fulfil modern needs such as family days, health checks, child's play, music lessons and many more important uses This paper strives to identify and analyse some of the architectural problems in current community centres in Malaysia with the focus on the spatial aspects and space usage. It is expected that this paper can give a clear picture of the problems faced by Malaysian community centres with some considerations and a framework to develop a new scheme for community centre development in the future.
Introduction
The ubiquitous community hall in the Malaysian landscape, as it stands now, has long passed its time of usefulness. These community halls go by many names: dewan serbaguna, dewan orang ramai or even balai raya (Tajuddin 2007) . However, as it stands today, the community hall in our midst is nothing more than a large empty space used for games like badminton or ping pong and the occasional event (Utaberta 2014) . The changing modern Malaysian society demands more of this simple, out-dated facility; there must be a place for the various ethnic groups to meet and fulfill modern needs such as family days, health checks, child's play, music lessons and other important functions. The present dewan serbaguna (multipurpose halls) are, in our opinion, dewan serba-takguna (unused halls). The idea of an all-functioning room dates back a century ago to Mies van der Rohe's idea of universal spaces (Tajuddin 2007 ). This idea was logical, attractive and simple: put up a long span of space with no interior columns and make it high enough to suit functions such as sports and community gatherings. The problem with this idea is that the room is valid for two purposes only: community gatherings that occur once in a blue moon and a weekly badminton game.
Methodology
This is on-going research, its use a qualitative-descriptive studies, meaning studies that explains by descriptive and qualitative. The qualitative studies were chosen by consideration about the studies' results that cannot be immediately quantifiable, but should be described as a descriptive and qualitative. The survey of 30 community centre across Malaysia with 5 oversea has been done and this papers is only parts of its problem statement and literature review.
Result and Discussion
Since achieving its independence more than 50 years ago, Malaysia has seen little development (in terms of architectural spaces) in community centre buildings; however, these developments do still exist with small changes from the past. The places which functioned as the first community centres in Malaysia are not akin to the community halls which are found now (Tajuddin 1998 ). Generally, Malaya populations were divided according to race while living under British Colonisation. At that time, sacred places such as mosques, suraus and temples became gathering places. After gaining independence, the Malaysian towns and countryside began growing rapidly. Because Malaysia is one of the members of the Commonwealth, city settlements and the countryside followed the policies applied by the British government. As a result of those policies, every village or housing estate is equipped with a public facility. These facilities include schools, mosques or suraus (small prayer halls), and community centres. Today, community centres are still found in rural areas (Shamsul 1996) . Due to a drastic increase in the population after the rapid development in this country, community halls and buildings that acted as community centres also saw an increase in construction. As community centres suddenly appeared in rural areas, villages and towns, all were expected to provide a service to the local community. The form of the community centre for housing estates or villages is defined by the population of people and the density of a particular area. For rural areas, community centres and community halls exist in the form of multipurpose urban spaces (Tajuddin 2007 ).
Community Centre Typology in Malaysia
A few years after gaining independence, generally three types of community centres were built in Malaysia: community centres, community halls and multi-purpose halls. Community centres are usually located in rural areas, villages or towns, while community halls and multi-purpose halls are located in urban areas and cities. However, there is no guideline to differentiate these three facilities. As stated before, the function of these three halls is for social activity, service and interaction between government and society, as well as recreation.
Community Centre
A community centre, usually found in rural areas, villages or towns, aims to satisfy the needs of the local people (Garis Panduan Perancangan Kemudahan Masyarakat). The community centre's main function is to provide a place or area to gather for social events. The area of the lots on which community centres sit must be between 0.1 hectares to 0.4 hectares, and the minimum size for the building is 74 sq metres. Within the radius of any one community centre will be 200 -1,000 persons in a village area or 1,000 -3,000 persons in an urban area. The maximum distance for pedestrian travel is 400 metres or about a 10-minute walk. The maximum duration for driving by car to reach the community centre is about 10 minutes.
Community Hall
According to the Malaysia Public Works Department Report, community halls contain a stage, an internal hall and a playing court, except for those with a low ceiling, for badminton matches. For those built with a low ceiling, the playing court was placed outside the building. The lot area for a community hall is between 0.1 hectares to 0.6 hectares and the minimum size of the building is 185 sq metres. The capacity for one community hall is 3,000 -10,000 persons. The maximum pedestrian travel is a distance of 800 metres or 15 minutes. The maximum driving time by car is 15 minutes (Garis Panduan Perancangan Kemudahan Masyarakat).
Multi-Purpose Hall
Based on our survey, community halls nationwide are very similar, while multi-purpose halls have a unique design and are built with respect to requests from the local community. Furthermore, multi-purpose halls often provide a wide space or area and are more congenial to carry out a social gathering or community activities. Multi-purpose halls that have been successful in Malaysia include Dewan Serbaguna Precinct 8, Dewan Serbaguna Precinct 9, Dewan Serbaguna Precinct 11 and Dewan Serbaguna Precinct 16. Much like community halls, multi-purpose halls also provide a stage, internal hall and playing court, such as a badminton court with a high ceiling. The lot for a multi-purpose hall is between 0.1 hectares to 0.8 hectares, and the minimum building size is 315 sq metres. The minimum capacity for one multi-purpose hall is 10,000 people. The maximum distance for pedestrian travel is 800 metres or a 15 minute walk. The maximum travel time by car is 15 minutes (Garis Panduan Perancangan Kemudahan Masyarakat).
Community Centre Problem in Malaysia
When observing multi-purpose halls and community halls in Malaysian housing areas, it can be seen that almost all facilities are fenced and locked all day long without a public presence in the building. Indirectly, this kind of facility was created as a waste to society. Fig. 1 , Most of the entrances to community hall gates are locked, no maintenance is provided for the public facilities, only suitable to play Badminton, it has facility but rarely used In addition, a shortage of activities held also makes the community centres in Malaysia fall out of favour. There is a lack of proper maintenance for the facilities. Fugginess becomes more serious as this has happened in Malaysia after the capitalism phenomenon became rampant in society. There are three major factors necessary to achieve the matter: the architecture factor, the programme factor and the management factor. The architecture factor at this point refers to community architecture which is capable of giving people an opportunity and the space for societal interaction and society activities. The programme factor refers to helping community cope in uniting all ethnic and different cultures as well as giving security awareness and a community feeling to all the members of the community. Last, but not least, the management factor refers to the order and system of the community centre's management.
Architecture Factor
In this situation, the existing community centre is incapable of providing an opportunity for community members to interact. For a badminton match, this building becomes ideal indeed because of the high ceiling and lack of interior columns. However, for other purposes, the 7-to 10-metre ceiling heights are just a financial and electrical waste for any celebration. With regard to ventilation, the building design is not efficient for natural ventilation. As a design, this building has enough openings for ventilation to be used for a public building. However, it has less than ideal usage. In equatorial countries, natural ventilation and natural lighting are two important components to be considered in the design of vernacular architecture. However, the openings are not being used and have been replaced by air conditioning. The local and cultural activities contribute significantly in exactly satisfying the local needs. As we know the needs and demands for each community are different, it is very important to conduct a study on community centre design that looks deeply into local issues. Concisely, community centre design should not only use the same building typology for all locations but a suitable architecture typology for that particular community only (Mess 1947) .
Program Factor
To resolve the existing community centre problem in Malaysia, architecture is one of the main factors to consider. However, the programme in the community centre is also very important (Beveridge 1948) . With the existence of suitable weather considerations, the social needs and local culture, the new community centre should be focused on the community programme itself. There are two objectives for the community centre programme: first, for sharing the skills and expertise of individuals with the local community; second, to integrate people. The community centre should have all the data and documented information about family members within the centre's community coverage. That data should include the entire expertise and skill of the community members. This is an opportunity for each member of the community to contribute their expertise and skill to help
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Advances in Green Science, Engineering and Built Environment their communities. Programmes should be integrated between different group classes. Children will not attend without an adult guide. Therefore, programmes especially for children such as the children's playground should be placed beside a recreation area for adults. Apart from that, youth programmes can be an independent programme structure, due to the increased independence of the youth group and their capacity to look after them-selves.
Management Factor
In the past, every area was managed by the head of the community (ketua kampung). Usually, the head of the community is authorized to manage the welfare of the area given by the king (sultan). However, today, the post itself does not impress or command respect from the community. To manage a community centre, that centre needs a management team. The management officers do not necessarily need to be hired from another place or be government servants or a new generation, but they can be selected from local area, especially enthusiastic and active older citizens in community. It is advisable to have the management officers managed by somebody with a background in anthropology (Johnson 1992 ) This is much better than the skills possessed by politicians with less sensitivity and care for local context and the needs of the local society. With a knowledge of anthropology, this officer can effectively understand, and study meticulously, all changes that occur in the community. Other than anthropology, other knowledge in fields such as architecture, local sociology, psychology, management and political science are needed.
Summary
Current community centres in Malaysia have many problems. There are many factors that cause these problems, such as unplanned community activities, a lack of response from the community members for activities run by the committee, birocratic complication in the management of the community centre and other chronic problems. Before a deeper study is conducted into this problem, all factors and matters that cause it should be studied and identified. Generally, problems that are faced by Malaysian community centres can be divided to three factors: architecture, programme and management. Although this problem is very important for the course of the evolution of one society, the architectural community in Malaysia is still not paying sufficient attention.
